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And my view is that the Marshall reso-
lution is part of a larger effort to cre-
ate more redtape and less flexibility in
American healthcare.

Now, I have been talking to a lot of
Oregonians about many issues over the
last few months. And I can just say, no-
body has come up to me in one of our
iconic Fred Meyer stores or to a town-
hall meeting and said, ‘‘Hey, Ron, we
need more healthcare redtape.”

I want to be specific about what this
means. The Marshall resolution will
make it harder to keep waivers on the
books that have helped resolve critical
shortages of healthcare providers in
hospitals overwhelmed with sick pa-
tients. The policies allowed under the
national emergency have also helped
address shortages of medical supplies
needed to treat patients and protect
medical workers.

Looking at the bigger picture, the
Marshall resolution is part of a broader
effort by Republicans to wipe out a
host of important policies that have
saved lives and helped our healthcare
system stay afloat over the last few
years.

This larger effort by Republicans, for
example, could make it harder for peo-
ple to get hospital quality services pro-
vided at home where they are most
comfortable. There is a risk it would
lead to a whole lot of vulnerable Amer-
icans losing coverage through Med-
icaid.

Taken together, that is a recipe for
chaos in American healthcare and seri-
ous headaches for millions of patients
who would have their coverage and
their care upended.

Nobody is saying that emergency
policies that began in the pandemic are
going to stick around forever. Changes
do have to be handled responsibly. And
what we try to do in the Finance Com-
mittee is work in a bipartisan way.

So, colleagues, in my view, this Re-
publican effort—and it has been what
we have been debating now again and
again—comes down to less flexibility
and more chaos in American
healthcare, and that sounds like an
idea the U.S. Senate ought to avoid.

That begins with voting down the
Marshall resolution. My sense is this is
also exactly the wrong time to start
undermining important healthcare
flexibilities. Doctors and public health
experts—we have all read these arti-
cles—are telling us this is going to be
a painful flu season. We are hearing
this across the country. Hospitaliza-
tions, colleagues, for the flu are al-
ready surging.

At the same time, there is a huge
wave of RSV infections across the
country. That is particularly serious
for infants and toddlers. It can be a big
problem for adults, too. Many pediatric
hospitals are overwhelmed. The flu and
RSV are hitting just as the country
braces for possibly another COVID
wave during the winter.

Congress ought to be looking here to
support medical workers, protect our
healthcare system from becoming to-
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tally overwhelmed by viruses, and save
lives. The Marshall resolution and this
broader Republican effort that we have
been hearing about on the floor to
eliminate healthcare flexibilities does
the opposite.

An earlier version of this Marshall
resolution passed back in the spring be-
cause some Members were absent for
the vote.

Colleagues, this is going nowhere in
the other body.

Now, I will close by saying there are
serious healthcare issues that deserve
bipartisan attention here in the Sen-
ate. For example, Democrats and Re-
publicans on the Finance Committee,
many of them have been working with
Democrats in a very thoughtful way
for months on improving mental
healthcare in America.

We are very proud on the Finance
Committee that four major provisions
of our bipartisan work that we put in a
year and a half on came out to be the
back letter text on mental health in
the gun safety legislation. So we want
to work in a constructive way. You see
that with mental health. Members on
the Finance Committee come forward
with good ideas. That is the kind of
work we ought to be doing on
healthcare.

My view is the Marshall resolution is
a partisan step in the wrong direction.
I think it is a mistake for American
healthcare at this crucial moment to
reduce flexibility for government to
deal with the challenges. I oppose the
Marshall proposal.

I yield the floor.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading and
was read the third time.

VOTE ON S.J. RES. 63

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the joint resolution
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall the joint resolution
pass?

Mr. MARSHALL. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Georgia (Mr. WARNOCK) is
necessarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
Nebraska (Mr. SASSE).

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
BALDWIN). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 62,
nays 36, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 355 Leg.]

YEAS—62
Barrasso Cassidy Cruz
Blackburn Collins Daines
Blunt Cornyn Ernst
Boozman Cortez Masto Fischer
Braun Cotton Graham
Burr Cramer Grassley
Capito Crapo Hagerty
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Hawley Marshall Scott (SC)
Hickenlooper McConnell Shaheen
Hoeven Moran Shelby
Hyde-Smith Murkowski Sinema
Inhofe Murphy Sullivan
Johnson Paul Tester
Kaine Portman Thune
Kennedy Risch Tillis
King Romney
Klobuchar Rosen ?3%2?{116
Lankford Rounds
Lee Rubio Wgrner
Lummis Schumer Wicker
Manchin Scott (FL) Young
NAYS—36
Baldwin Feinstein Ossoff
Bennet Gillibrand Padilla
Blumenthal Hassan Peters
Booker Heinrich Reed
Brown Hirono Sanders
Cantwell Kelly Schatz
Cardin Leahy Smith
Carper Lujan Stabenow
Casey Markey Van Hollen
Coons Menendez Warren
Duckworth Merkley Whitehouse
Durbin Murray Wyden
NOT VOTING—2
Sasse Warnock

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 63)

was passed, as follows:
S.J. RES. 63

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That, pursuant to section
202 of the National Emergencies Act (50
U.S.C. 1622), the national emergency declared
by the finding of the President on March 13,
2020, in Proclamation 9994 (85 Fed. Reg. 156337)
is hereby terminated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Ohio.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———————

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President,
section 36(b) of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act requires that Congress receive
prior notification of certain proposed
arms sales as defined by that statute.
Upon such notification, the Congress
has 30 calendar days during which the
sale may be reviewed. The provision
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD the notifications which
have been received. If the cover letter
references a classified annex, then such
annex is available to all Senators in
the office of the Foreign Relations
Committee, room SD-423.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
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